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“Dittos, Rush” 


From across the fruited plain 





| have been suffering pleasantly from the air- 
borne EIB virus for several years. In addition, | 
suffer from deep depression as soon as | have my 
new issue of The Limbaugh Letter in hand. | 
know when | finish reading | will have to wait an 
enure month for the next issue l'm amazed that 
liberals have not yet demanded that a warning 
label appear on each cover 
— JAMES R. Fen, SONOMA. CA 
To liberals, the word Limbaugh is a warning label 


My lovely wite purchased 
a subscription of The 
Limbaugh Letter for my 
birthday. As expected, ıt 1s a 
splendid compendium of 
wit, wisdom, and humor. It 
is robust with penetrating 
insights for the mind, laugh- 
ter for the heart, moral forti- 
tude for che soul, and back- 
bone for the body. You 
continue to make an impact 
on the way people live You 
challenge them to think 
You sent a wake-up call to 
millions of Americans who 
had believed their vote was 
too Insignificant to matter. 
You have re-installed confi- 
dence that the situation can 
improve, that people can 
demand accountability of their elected officials, 
and that their single, solitary vore — cast with 
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others who feel likewise — can write a chapter 
into the history books. A historic chain reaction 
has been ignited, one spark at a time, It’s not 
INT. Its EIB 

— STEPHEN M. HAMMEL, Pirrspurart, PA 
Youve nailed it; enjoy the fallout, 


| am a compassionate intern studying the vast 
wealth of knowledge you present to us each 
month. | never realized what I would be getting 
into, bur as your letters arrive I am overwhelmed 
by the investment made Your Equal Time sec- 
uon is as enlightening as my favorite brand of 
selected fine tobaccos. Don’t stop the presses, 
Rush. The mainstream has never looked the same 
since I've taken a seat in the prestigious Lim- 
baugh Institute. The Limbaugh Letter has estab- 
lished a new right branch in which | am honored 
to be a tributary. — Brian MCMAalion, Nasiiua, NH 


Welcome, Brian, to the F ‘loodplain of Truth. 


Thank you for documenting your divine words 


of wisdom and supreme intellect which you so 
graciously share with us in your masterpiece, The 


Limbaugh Letter. | am a 14-year-old, tenth-grade 
homeschool student who consumes your ana- 
lyzed reports thoroughly every month. I find it 
very informing and educational, especially when 


discussing issues with a liberal. I've received your 


Letter for nearly a year now and have listened to 


your show for over two. [am attempting to grad- 


uate from the Limbaugh Institute for Con- 
servative Studies in che near future. Please dont 
ever stop speaking the truth, because eventually 





the truth will set the world free. 
— ANNALISA Woops, NORTH BEND, WA 


Dont worry, Annalisa. Im not going away until 
everyone in America agrees 


with me, 


Just read your April 
Limbaugh Letter conversa- 
tion with Michigan Gov. 
Engler. What a super guy! | 
wish every state could have a 
John Engler running it. I’m 
inspired and given hope 
with such people in power- 
ful positions. The man 
shows so much character — 
the White House could 
learn much from him. 

— TODD CAMPBELL, 

MOBILE, AL 

It could. But what are the 
odds of that? 


| am a sixth-grade girl and 
l want to tell you we are 
winning! We had an assignment for Social 
Studies class to list three people that we thought 
would be good leaders for the country. The 
teacher announced that if one more person put 
Rush Limbaugh's name on the list she would go 
crazy. That was all the push I needed to put you 
at the top of mine. 
— ANDREA DURKEE, SUN PRAIRIE, W] 
Andrea — youre at the top of my list. Sounds as if 


your teacher would benefit from a gift subscrip tion 
to my newsletter, 


Without you it would be so casy to lose 
heart under the constant onslaught of liberal 
attacks and lies that barrage the airwaves. 
Your newsletter keeps me encouraged, cheerful, 
and reassured through the struggle of the 
Republican revolution to clean up the Congress. 
Without The Limbaugh letter, truth would 
never see the light of day, 

— ELLEN HIMSL, Concorn, CA 
Always remember, Ellen: We are winniy g, 
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y friends, a free press is essential for democracy. It 1s no 
less than the means by which a free people obtain infor- 
mation necessary to make informed decisions, to per- 
form their duties of citizenship. 

The founders of this great country knew the importance of a free 
press. They knew it so well, in fact, that it was written into the 
Constitution. We saw what a government-controlled press did to the 
Soviet Union. Wherever totalitarianism reigned, tyrants have used this 
power to manipulate the public, to brainwash the people. | R 

Just as there is a separation of church and state in America, it is crucial 
that there be a separation of the press and state. But since November, I 
have seen very little separation of journalism and liberal politics. | 

A case study is the school lunch debate, as the Republican-led 
Congress has begun the long-awaited moves to turn power back to the 
states, and to the people. What we have seen can only be characterized 
as the antithesis of a free press. What we have seen can only be com- 
pared to disinformation and propaganda campaigns by the govern- 
ment-controlled press under dictatorships, 

| dont make this charge lightly. But how else can you explain the 
distortions, the misrepresentations, the outright deceptions that the 
press has promulgated week after week? i 

Let's start with the facts. The Republicans in the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives voted to turn the school lunch program over to the 
states, and at the same time increase the program's funding 
by 4.5 percent every year. To be clear: The Republicans 
voted to spend more for the school lunch program than 
is budgeted in the present Democratic budget. 

This is not particularly complicated infor- 
mation. It is not hard to understand. It is not 
an arcane budgetary calculation too 
nuanced for a reporter to discover, In 
fact, it took no reportorial digging at 
all; this information was all explicit- 
ly stated by the Republicans, and 

the actual legislation was available 
co anyone who could read. 

§ The Democrats, sniffing out the fact 
# that the issue involved their favorite budget 

| camouflage device — children — went off 
; the deep end. Leon Panetta called the new 
3 policy “a full-scale assault on kids,” Bill Clinton 
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charged that Republicans “are willing to sacrifice our children’s safety 
and their ability to learn in a secure environment to pay for . - tax cuts 
for upper-income Americans.” Vice President Algore moaned. “Ics 
Robin Hood in reverse ... take from all the programs that actually help 
hard-working, middle-income American families, and give it to the 
wealthiest in the country.” Richard E. Rominger, acting Agriculture 
Secretary, warned of “increased malnutrition, growth stunung and iron 
deficiency anemia, which can permanently reduce intelligence. 
Howard Dean, Governor of Vermont, called the Republican plan “the 
most despicable, mean-spirited legislative proposal I have seen in all 
my years of public service. Children will go hungry. 

The rhetoric grew more cataclysmic by the day. Rep Marge 
Roukema (R, NJ) warned that “we are dangerously close to Third 
World status in the way we treat children.” Samuel G. Sava, head of 
the National Association of Elementary School Principals, whined: 
“These bullies want to*take our kids’ lunch money!” Rep. John Lewis 
(D, GA) thundered: “They're coming for our children, they re coming 
for the poor, they're coming for the sick, the elderly, the disabled. 
Rep. William Clay (D, MO) continued this mouf “What next — 
castration? Sterilization?” . | 

Did the press, recognizing the obvious inanity of the Democratic 
claims, challenge any of this? Did the media inyestigate, sending intre- 
pid reporters to actually read the bill, giving context to the story by 
reporting on the history and development of the school lunch program? 
Did the press question a single Democrat assertion? 

No. 

The Democrat deception that Republicans were cutting the school 
lunch program was reported as fact in nearly every news story. Reporters 
wore out their thesauri with colorful Republican verbs: “slashing” and 
“gutting” being the most common. | | 

In “To Be Leaner or Meaner?” in Time magazine, Senior Writer 
Elizabeth Gleick observed objectively: “Not since the notorious condiment 
incident of 1981, when the Reagan administration attempted to reclassify 


catsup and pickles as vegetables, has this aid been in such jeopardy.” 


A New York Times editorial gasped: “With one ill-considered legislative 
lurch, the Republicans would destroy the beacon that 
has guided the system humanely for more than 
half a century and would leave the poor to the 
mercies of state spending whims.” 
At least that was an editorial. On March 7, 
| The New York Times ran a front-page mews 
story titled “Where a School Lunch is Food, 
Not a Policy Issue,” chock full of quotes like 
this from a fifth grader: “I need food. | cant 
think without it.” Reporter Sara Rimer 
explained thar “dozens of children ... who 
were interviewed for this article yolunteered 
that they liked, even loved, school lunch.” Ms. 
Rimer discovered a parent who announced: “The 
Republicans don't have to worry about their kids eating lunch, They 
have a lot of money.” On the same day, coincidentally (a-hem), The 
Washington Post also ran a front-page article on how little schoolchild- 
ren love to eat. Observed reporter William Booth: “The children do 
not walk to the cafeteria. They run.” 


continued 









A fg San Francisco Examiner ran a page-one headline; “GOP Curs 
ui e BIG LOSSES,” quoung Frank Courtade, principal of Flynn 
Elementary School: “It’s real simple. They want our poorest kids to starve.” 
For weeks we were barraged with heart-rending stories of ae Re 
publicans taking food from the mouths of children. de to drastic decre: ; 
es in school lunch budgets. So it was left to me to discover Re BR 
T that 4.) percent ts greater than 3.1 percent. (Even with outcome-b ll 
ucation, one cannot make the claim that 3.1 is greater than 4.5 ) 
The press had overlooked the fact that the Presidents own bud et has 
an increase of only 3.1 percent in spending on the school lunch ah n 
Chis hadn't bothered the Democrats at all, for some odd re a ‘ni 
therefore the press had utterly and totally overlooked it Aei AD 
media looks to the Democratic party for its news leads No Deno i 
shouting and wailing, no story | i Nga 
The reason, of course, that the Democrats and their willine accom- 
plices in the press consider the Republican plan a lethal threat is chat he 
Republican plan would eliminate a Washington aa The Re. 
publican plan would remove from the federal government th Snowe i 
the school lunch program. l he 
Thus Washington ts in hys- 
terics. Anything that results in 
less power in Washington 
sends the liberal establish- 
ment, including the press, 
into total fits. Let me quote 
from a USA Today editorial, 
titled “Tax Cur SCAM: 
YOU'LL Pay Now AND Pay 
AGAIN LATER”: “Worse, the 
GOP proposes to pay for this 
[tax cut] by robbing programs 
for the poor and children, 
including school lunch and 
nutrition, infane feeding and 
food stamps.” ; 
They do not. This is un- 
true. This is horrible writ- 
ing. USA Today should be 
ashamed. This is an abroga- 
tion of the sacred responsibility that the press ostensibly has. There i 
no starving. There is no reduction. There is an increase in in. aya 
of money spent on school lunch programs, an increase greater th | 
that proposed in the President’s own budget. This is not arouable tis 
simply factual Bur the press continues to refuse to underst: d; 7 
report it, to find the truch Ar cae 


WE ARE PRopcSING THAT 
FEDERAL MANAGE MENT oF THE 
Schock WACK PROGRAM, SE 
TENEO CYER To THE STATES 
THRON BLOCK GRANTS. 
FUNDING Wibi INCREASE 

| BY OVER $3] Bilston 
OVER THE NEXT 5 YEARS. 
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It is shameful,” says Mr. Newt, “when the major new spapers of th 
country repeat routinely the lies of liberals who are saving the bare : 
cracy by using children.” He is exactly right. Our “watchdoos” 3 ce 
press are themselves out to lunch on this entire issue. All we ae ibe : 
als sharing lunch with school children, Clinton standing ; : hool 
nan lines to get a taco. Why is it not said by the TAN a the 
eer Administration that will starve millions of American children? 

y Is at not said by the press that it is the Clinton Administrati 
plan which will take food from the mouths of children? si 

We have literally no separation between liberal sone and the 
national press in this country, and it’s dangerous. Ir ete a | à 
lie to be told by the left, to be broadcast and sustained. perve arei 
and endorsed by the media EA ie 

Dont forge > Was . 
3a el wee us Miah 5 ie cosy ran me INTRACT LEAVES 
Bat D SAFETY ADVOCATES: Looser Rules Could 
Mean More Contamination, Residues and Additives.” Republicans 
starving kids and poisoning adults. They're going to kell oer Sie P 


and then ask people to vote for them. Makes no sense whatsoever 


E REPVORICANS 
Ebl\\NATED 
Schal SINCE T! 





What we have here, ladies and gentlemen, is not politics as usual 
Not liberal journalism as usual. What we have is a total rejection of 
responsibility, This can be nothing other than a conscious decision by 
separ i spread $ ls! nformation about a Republican plan. If 
ieee ee ee makes a claim that's untrue, its not news. If Leon 
Panetta makes a claim that’s untrue, its not news. But when the entire 
inside-the-Beltway news system in America reports that untruth, does not 
question that untruth, we have a problem. | 

| got so fed up with the refusal of the mainstream media to simply 
report the facts about the school lunch program that I did somethin 
1 never do, though | am constantly accused of it: I advised my suds 
ence to make phone calls. “Here’s what you do,” I told my listeners. 
Call your newspaper. Call your local TV station, Call the news maga- 
zines. All you say to them is: ‘Stop lying abour the school lunch pro- 
a ee ee eng nang up If you want, you can add: 4.5 per- 

: re than 3.1 percent. Be polite. Don't be contentious or 
confrontational,” 

So the Associated Press ran the following irem in their “Digest Briefs” 
compilation: “Thousands of 
Rush Limbaugh fans heard his 
call — and then made their 
own.... Limbaugh contends 
the media have distorted 
Republican plans to replace 
the current lunch program 
with block grants to the 
states.” It was a brief summary 
of what happened on my pro- 
gram, But believe it or nor, 
two column inches aboye that 
item, in the same wire report, 
was the following: “The chair- 
man of the House Budget 
Committee is defending 
Republican plans to slash 
school lunch subsidies 
and other social programs to 
pay for tax cuts...” I kid 
| you not. Sl; 

I dont know how this is possible. | done arbors many 
of the media can make this single mistake ar the same deters isle 

But they have. Which explains why no reporte h I] 
President when he claims: “The Republicans Ene T ee 
lunch program that's helped o dite ees eee ae 

i !ped our children thrive for 50 years.” 

Lets look at the last 50 years of school lunch programs h ll we? 
The National School Lunch Program (si Biel aa ale 
povem ment nutriton program, was begun in 1946. In 1947, |e e. 
25 percent of schoolchildren participated. For dead d ne ee 
the Democrats and the media claim, the fed | ss a 
great deal of leeway to the states, losi e a aai 
many children above the poverty line n se ed as a 
Investors Business Daily. | MIY See ay 

Burt tn 1971, a new financing mechanism 
ing school districts on a per-meal basis iF 1973, € i | 
benefits to inflation. In 1974, Con reek A ip eee wee 
lunches be made available to childre a ae PE netaa 

ren whose parent 
cent above the poverty level. In 1975 Sth rahe eae 
required to be made available to children oa Sa tain 
above the poverty level. This, in effect eon 2 Enca 
' the states’ ability to 


use discre 45 r 
discretion as to who would be served. By 1975, th Esie 


continued on page 16 
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WHO ARE THESE Peo 


resident Clinton has praised his pet 
national service project, AmeriCorps. 
He said it was “a proud achieve- 
ment” that is “changing the way govern- 
ment works.” He called it the “monument” 
of his Administration. Then he called it “the 
essence of the New Covenant.” On thar, | 
couldn't agree more. His “national service 
program” does indeed embody the heart 
and soul of the Clinton philosophy of 
government — It is yet another expensive 
federal program promoting liberalism and 
dependence on government handouts 
AmeriCorps began in 1993 as a $10 mil- 
lion pilot program known as the Summer 
of Service (SOS), which sent 1,500 stu- 
dent “volunteers” to 16 different pro- 
grams across the country. The orienta- 
tion program, an all-expenses-paid 
week at San Francisco's Treasure 
Island naval base, including an 
appearance by Vice President Algore, 
degenerated into “complaints from 
volunteers about cold showers and the 
lack of vegetarian meals,” according to | 
Jill Lacey, a research associate for the 
Capital Research Center in Washington, 
D.C. And that was just week one. A volun- 
teer from the University of Maryland told 
Lacey that “a lot of the time is spent sitting 
around doing nothing, The first week we 
just spent time walking around the mall. Its 
totally disorganized.” 

Typical was a Baltimore SOS program 
which taught sex education to elementary 
school-aged children. “A few of us felt that 
abstinence should be stressed,” said one 
participant. “These kids are only ten years 
old and we're telling them to use a con- 
dom? I mean, they're not old enough to 
handle sex.” 

But to the Clinton Administration, SOS 
was a huge success, and on September 11, 
1994 AmeriCorps was inaugurated with 
$370 million in start-up funding passed by 
the Democratic Congress. For 1995, Clin- 
ton requested a G8 percent increase in 
AmeriCorps funding. Congress instead 
passed a 55.4 percent increase, driving an- 
nual funding to $580 million, 

“Now there are 20,000 Americans, more 
than ever served in one year in the Peace 
Corps, working all over this country, help- 
ing people person-to-person in local, grass- 
roots volunteer groups, solving problems 
and in the process, earning some moncy for 


The Limbaugh Profile 


their education, Clinton said during his 
82-minute State of the Union Show, “This 
is citizenship at its bese.” 


Not exactly. 
First, AmeriCorps personnel aren't vol- 


unteers, they're government employees. 
Each so-called “volunteer” costs taxpayers 
more than $27,000 a year. Full-time “vol- 
unteers” are paid an annual $7,400 stipend, 

















receive up to $9,450 in college loan repay- 
ments, and receive health care and child 
care benefits. AmeriCorps “volunteers” in 
an environmental project in Alaska cost 
taxpayers $42,000 a year. 

Second, AmeriCorps is making govern- 
ment larger, not smaller. Robert D. Put- 
nam, in an op-ed piece in The New York 
Times, wrote: “Congressional conservatives, 
blinded by partisan spite, are on the verge 
of destroying a model for the sort of leaner, 
decentralized Government that the Contract 
for America promises.” (Thats Contract 
With America, Mr. Putnam.) The truth is, 
more than a quarter of AmeriCorps employ- 
ees literally work as bureaucrats — 2,800 in 
the federal bureaucracy, and 2,934 in state 
bureaucracies. The U.S, Department of 
Agriculture has 1,200 “volunteers,” the De- 
partment of Interior 525, the Environmental 
Protection Agency 135. 

Third, AmeriCorps is being used to fund 
and staff organizations that advance a 
highly-partisan liberal political agenda, 





Eli Segal, chairman of the corps, originally 
said AmeriCorps’ “work is going to go be- 
yond partisan politics.” But the record sug- 
gests otherwise. The Los Angeles Times 
reported that the Summer of Service pilot 
program used “volunteers” in San Francisco 
to organize a protest rally against Californias 
“three-strikes-and-you're-out” crime bill. 

In March, 500 protesters of the Repub- 
lican school lunch proposal crashed a Wash- 
ington conference where Mr. Newt was 
scheduled to speak. They stormed the head 
table, grabbed the microphone, and an Ark- 
ansas protester shouted, “Dont take the food 

out of the children’s mouths.” Turned out 
this rent-a-mob came from an organiza- 
-ton staffed by AmeriCorps participants. 
The group, known as ACORN, the 
Association of Community Organi- 
zations for Reform Now, has 42 

AmeriCorps “volunteers” — costing 
taxpayers over $950,000 

Segal continues to insist that 
“AmeriCorps doesn't support advoca- 

cy.” But again, the evidence proves oth- 
erwise. The National Community AIDS 
Partnership uses AmeriCorps “volunteers.” 
So does the Legal Services Corporation 
(LSC), which helps poor people sue the gov- 
ernment to get more welfare benefits. In fact, 
the LSC has 44 “volunteers” costing taxpayers 
more than $950,000. 

Fourth, AmeriCorps is an expensive gov- 
ernment answer to a non-problem. Presi- 
dent Clinton calls Americans “political 
couch potatoes” in need of “national service 
programs,” but the Washington-based New 
Citizenship Project (NCP) points out that 
nearly three million Americans of Ameri- 
Corps participants’ age (18 to 25) already 
serve as genuine unpaid volunteers. All told, 
around 80 million Americans actively volun- 
teer today, mainly to religious organizations. 
Since 1981, the number of hours volun- 
teered has increased from 12.7 billion to 
19.5 billion. So why get the government 
involved in an area in which private citizens 
already thrive? “AmeriCorps ... corrupts the 
true spirit of volunteerism,” says John 
Walters, president of the NCP. The YMCA's 
David King adds: “It is about changing the 
language .., to eliminate the words ‘volun- 
teer and ‘community service’ and in their 
place implant. the idea chat service is some- 
thing paid for by the government.” Folks, | 
don't think that surprises you. 5 
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RICK SANTORUM 


lve wanted to meet Rick Santorum, 
a man of great energy and convic- 
tion, for the longest time — so | 
was delighted to speak with the 
Junter Senator from Pennsyl- 
vanid for my newsletter. 


Rush: Welcome, Senator. 
Since you just came from the 
House of Representatives, would 
you explain to my readers the basic 
differences in the way the House and 
Senate operates? 
Santorum: The rules of the Sen- 
ate require 60 votes, 60 percent of the Senate, to 
agree before you can do anything. Thats the big- 
gest difference Having the mayonty in the Senate 
is not sufhetent. You need a supermajority to 
really run things, like the House is running tt 
with their majority. | was amazed when | first 
came to the Senate that you cant even get a 
vote unless everybody agrees. If one person 
objects, you have to file a cloture peution 
and get 60 votes to say you can vote. This 
gives each Senator an enormous amount of 
power, Irs how the Democrats, very quietly and 
surreptitiously, have been able co stall and slow things 
down — to the point where we're not accomplishing 
what the country wants us to do. 
Rush: The Senate, 
we're told, is the “upper 
body.” Is there a conde- 
scending view of the 
House among Senators? 
Santorum: | wouldnt say i's con- 
descending — since a lot of Senators 
have come trom the House, | do 
think there ts an attitude that we'll 
let the House guys throw things 
up against the wall, see if they 
stick, and then well come in 
and make it right We'll take all the machinations 
that go on over there, work through the process, 
add more thought to it. One effect of that is there's 
very little initiated in the Senate. Weve become a reac- 
tive body, as opposed to a pro-active body. 
Rush: Why did you want to go from the House to the 
Senate? Aside from the greater sense of power there, since youre 
only one of 100 instead of one of 435. Are there other reasons some- 
body would want to make that jump? 
Santorum: What you say and what you think becomes more un- 
portant. People actually listen to what a Senator says. That's not true 
in the House unless you're the Speaker or one of the leaders, But every 
Senator really does have an impact — even on things thar, frankly, he 
may not even have a particular expertise tn, Part of the reason | made 
the jump, Rush, is family. I was in a tough Congressional district 





Rush: Gephardt talks about how the 


Contract plan is hard on middle- 
class families, benefits the rich. 
The press runs with it, and por- 
trays those who support this 

as people who want to starve 
America’s children, who want 






to send the homeless back to 
the sewer grates. 


where | had to run for my life every two years, So this 
was an opportunity to get some normalcy in a life that 
hasn't had much. I've gor two young children and one 
on the way, and | wanted to stabilize my family. 
Rush: Is being a freshman in the House different 
than being a freshman in the Senate in the way 
youre treated? | saw your exchanges with the re- 
spected and revered Sen. Byrd on the balanced bud- 
get amendment, and it was apparent to me that Sen. 
Byrd approached you with grandfatherly disdain, as 
if you were a young pup who had gone astray. ls 
that prevalent in the Senate? 

Santorum: Among certain members. Bur because 
were such a significant group, we're coo big a force 
to be pushed aside If 1 had come here with a class of only one or 
two, a lot more of that would have happened, But when you have 11 
when 20 percent of the Republican caucuses are freshmen, you 
immediately command respect, because youre a force. | think its em- 
boldened a lor of us, thankfully, to not sit back and be shoved aside, 
and it’s healthy. I’m not the only freshman who has taken on Sen 
Byrd. | made the pitch to the freshmen: “Look, Robert Byrd reminds 
me of Deion Sanders, the guy nobody ever throws at because you're 
afraid he's going to intercept the pass. But you don't know how good 
Deion Sanders is unless you throw at him. We better start throwing 
at this guy to see if he’s really as good as they say he is.” After | did 
what | did, others have found out that maybe he's not Deion Sanders 
Rush: Good. Now you have a solid reputation as a reformer. You're 
willing to stir things up, follow your passions. You get to the Senate, 
where things slow down, and theres more, shall we say, stateliness. Is 
it your desire to reform the Senate so 
that it changes the way it operates and 
is more responsive to the issues that 
face the country — or do you find 
yourself tempted to become part of 
the tradition? Do you now tell people: 
“No, its a little different here, and we 
have to go about things a different 
way,” or can you reform it? 
Santorum: [ think we are going to 
reform it, but it’s going to be a slow 
| process. The freshman class just met 
with Sen. Dole to talk about reforms within the Republican confer- 
ence that wee going to try to adopr. They're going to put term limits 
on committee chairmen, This is inside baseball, Rush, but it’s impor- 
tant. The Republican leader in the Senate is the least powerful of the 
four leaders. Everything on the Republican side of the Senate is piven 
on the basis of seniority. committee chairmanship, committee assign- 
ments. [hats not true in any of the other three caucuses 

Rush: You think it ought to change. 

Santorum: Absolutely. If you're going to have a party that runs and 
says: “This is what we're for,” then we have to give the leaders the 
ability to enact that agenda. 

Rush: So get rid of Hatfeld. 

Santorum: Well, I'm not going to say that. 

Rush: I'm saying it. | mean, Hatfield's not even a Republican any- 
more. Hatfield's standing in the way. Look at the balanced budget 
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amendment. Look at recisions. 


Santorum: | will say — and I've said this before — that 1 think we 
have to do this on a prospective basis. 1 don't think we can go picking 
on people and changing the rules in the middle of the game. But we 
have to set the rules very clearly as to what we expect out of our chair- 


men, what we expect out of our leaders. | respect Mark Harheld’s abil- 


ity to vote his conscience. And he should respect my ability to vote my 


conscience when it comes to electing committee chairmen and when 
it comes co electing leaders, 

Rush: But Senator, if elections are to mean things — and this elec- 
tion, clearly, represented a conservative tide — they have to have a 
cause and effect relationship with events. Hatheld stands right in the 
way of the meaning of this election. 

Santorum: When | asked for a conference to be called to talk 
about Mark Hatfield’s vore on the balanced budget amendment, and 
about the future of our conference, | said: This is not about Mark 
Harfield. It's about — just as you said — that we were elected to 
accomplish something, and the leaders of this party and the chairmen 
of this party have an obligation to accomplish ir. They wouldn't be 
chairmen and leaders in the majority if it werent for the folks like us 
who ran on this agenda, and wed better get it. It was very clear, Bur 
look at what has happened since the balanced budget debate, Weve 
been able to accomplish more here in the last few weeks than we did 
in the first ewo months, and we've got a lot on track to do even more, 
Rush: What about welfare reform? 

Santorum: I’m very active, as you know, on the welfare issue, and 
I've been pushing this. Some of these guys simply have not focused in 
on welfare; Republicans unfortunately tend not to really dissect the 
details of these programs. Bur once they look at them, they'll find out 
how bad they are. They'll see that che House bill is not draconian by 
any stretch of the imagination. You might even say it doesn't go far 
enough. I think we're going to get that reaction in the Senate. As Sen. 
Dole has said, he’s going to do it in reconciliation, so they cant fili- 
buster it. That way we'll be able to write a bill that only needs 91 votes, 
as opposed to 60, which means we're going to get a stronger bill, 
Rush: Explain for my readers what you mean by doing at in 
reconciliation. 

Santorum: Reconciliation is the bill 
that enacts the budget, which basically 
says how we're going to meet our budget 
targets — whatever tax changes there 
will be, whatever entitlements there need 
to be, whatever appropriation matters 
that are left unsettled, ir all gets Hoated 
into one huge mega-bill. It’s called rec- 
onciliation, to reconcile the activities of 
the government to the budget we have 
put in place. And that bill cannot be fili- 
bustered, because of the requirement for the government to run Its 
operations. | 

Rush: I've talked to a number of members of Congress since the 
election in interviews like this, and I've asked them basically the same 
question. There are a lor of people in this country who in their hearts 
want the election last November to mean something. They want this 
to be the basis on which serious long-term reforms are made. The 
press, of course, is trying to portray every event in Congress as devas- 
tating to the Republicans. 

Santorum: Irs worse than I've ever seen. 

Rush: Yes. So explain to the readers of my little newsletter your 
assessment of things so far, and your attitude about whether these 
needed reforms to save the country can actually occur. 
Santorum: | am very hopeful that we're going to be able to pass in 
the House and the Senate the vast majority of the Contract with 


Santorum: Yesterday on the Floor I looked 






up at the press gallery and said: 
“Give us a break! Tell the truth. 
just report the facts. Don't say 
we're going to eliminate the 
school lunch program, when you 
know full well we don’t.” There is 


a deliberate attempt to protect 
the status quo. 





America. That's number one, Obviously we better noc stop there. 
here's a lot more. 

Rush: What makes you think most of the Contract 

will pass? 

Santorum: We've already passed and signed into 

law two things. The Senate line-item veto bill is actu- 

ally stronger than the House bill, because it includ- 

ed entitlements. Youve got the crime bill, which 

we're going to pass in similar form to what the 

House did. The direction will be more fexibili- 

ty to the local governments and less money for 

these pork-barrel programs. You've got welfare 

reform. As I said, I chink we'll pass a very strong 

bill. I’m saying what will pass; what the President will 

sign is a different matter, 

Rush: We can handle that in ‘96. 

Santorum: Right. But what we as a Congress will be 

able to put on his desk will be about 70 to 75 percent 

of what the House put forward, 

Rush: When do you think this will happen? 

Santorum: Its going to take longer here. We've 

got legal reform, for example, coming up the end 

of April, early May. feel confident that weve 

got 60 vores to do a package very similar to the 

House. We're going to get a tax bill passed 

here. Irrespective of what the budget resolu- 

tion looks like, we're going to promise to 

get to a balanced budget by the year 

2002. The majority of the members are 

willing to say: We want to get to balance, and 

we want to have trax cuts. And I think we can do 

both. Sen. Packwood’s a good soldier when it comes to 

deficit reduction. He will follow through with what the 

majority wants, So Id tell your readers who want to 

make the Contract happen to pur pressure on Sena- 

tors to say; Be fora balanced budget. Be for a tax cut. 

Rush: Ler me ask you 

about taxes in greater detail. 

Rep. Upton from Michi- 

gan proudly led a charge 

of moderates in the House, in what 

sounded like a deft attempt to impersonate 

Richard Gephardr. He sounded not like 

a Republican at all when he said: I am 

not going to do what we did in the 

80s, We cur taxes, and we didnt cut 

spending, and now we have these 

deficits. It seems to me that was a 

cave-in on the House side on the concept that the 

earners of America have a moral right to keep more of 

what they earn. Is the $500 per child tax credit going to 

survive? And why not just lower rates? 

Santorum: Rush, the average American family in 1950 paid 

2 percent of their income to the federal government in taxes. The 

same average American family today pays 27 percent. There's two 

big reasons for that increase. Number one, Social Security, That 2 

percent in 1950 was, in fact, the Social Security tax. Today Social 

Security taxes alone are 15 percent. The other reason is the reduction 

in growth of the dependent deduction for children. We have not kept 

up with inflation on that. To restore a positive tax code for the 

American family, we have to target benefits to that family. An overall 

rate reduction doesnt effectively target the American family. It targets 

America, but noc necessarily the family. 
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Rush: Well, thats the point. Why single out families? I mean, it's 
still social architecture. Aren't you creating the same kind of mish- 
mash that we have now with the tax code? 

Santorum: Rush, you're making a very articulate argument for a flat 
tax, And [ think that’s something that could eventually happen in this 
country — but not in the next two years. If you look historically at 
the tax code, you cant say it has been family-friendly. So I think we 
need to restore some of that betore we look at overall rate reductions. 
Rush: Let me go back to the press, because I call the press the will- 
ing accomplices and allies of liberals in Washington. 

Santorum: Nor just accomplices. They are leading the charge in 
many cases 

Rush: Exactly, So let me set up a hypothetical for you. Take two fami- 
lies. Both have four children. One family has $99,000 of taxable 
income, with a tax bill of roughly $24,000. The $500-per-child tax 
credit lowers their tax bill to $22,000. In effect, an 8 percent reduction. 
The second family has $22,000 of taxable income, with a tax bill of 
$3700. The $500-per-child tax credit lowers their tax bill to $1700. 
Theyre getting a 54 percent tax break under 
the Contract plan. Yet Gephardt and the liber- 
als are talking about how the Contract plan is 
hard on middle-class families, benefhts the rich. 
The press picks this up, runs with it, and por- 


trays all of you who support this as people who of ti a3 


want to starve Americas children, who want to 
send the homeless back to the sewer grates. 
Santorum: The reason we went with the 
credit was to avoid that argument. The tax 
credit is in fact progressive, and its benefits, 
percentagewise, occur to the people at the 
lower-income level. The credit will benefit dis- 
proportionately the lower income. 

Rush: The people who are hoping and pray- 
ing for the success of you and others like you 
are, are frustrated and angry, and, in some 
cases, a little dejected, because these attacks by the press are not ade- 
quately dealt with and responded to by Republicans. So I ask you, like 
I ask everybody: What can you do, if anything, to respond to the peo- 
ple who are leveling these false accusations? 

Santorum: First off, | appreciate the response that you give, and 
what I think you've really started in talk radio across this country. 
That's been an effective tool to get the truth out and help deliver the 
message. Unfortunately, you only have 22 million listeners. It's not 
enough. You need to work on thar, Rush. 

Rush: We're working on it! But people want you guys to stand up 
and say it. 
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Santorum: We do For example, yesterday I spent 20 minutes on 
the Floor talking about welfare reform, and I looked up at the press 
gallery and said: “Give us a break! Tell che truth. Just report the facts. 
Dont say were going to eliminate the school lunch program, when 
you know full well we don't.” There is a deliberate attempt to protect 
the status quo. | 

Rush: They don't want the bureaucracy devolved, Senator. It’s not 
just about money. Its their power base. That's the foundation by 
which they infiltrate all strata of life. | 

Santorum: They realize chat if every state has the ability to do its 
own thing, then the power of the national media is diminished. They 
dont have the opportunities to direct policy from Washington if 
every state has the ability to do what they want to do. They under- 
stand that, and so you sce a violent effort on the part of the media. | 
do a lot of speaking, and a lot of communication with the folks back 
home. But it is piecemeal at best, and I guess my answer is we can 
only do what we can on the Floor, and through the media outlets 
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chat give us the opportunity to explain it- 
Rush: For the agenda to wind its way through the Senate, it’s going 
to require concentrated effort on the part of the Senate leader. Sen. 
Dole wants to be president. Can he do both? 
Santorum: | think he can now. | think he and Trent Lott are work- 
ing tremendously together. They've put together a good team, and 
what's happened here in the last few weeks since the Hatheld situa- 
tion has brought everybody into better focus. Sen. Dole sent a letter 
to committee chairmen, and for the first time actually said: You wall 
report certain bills out by certain dates. | think he sees this not only 
as the opportunity to get the agenda through, but the opportunity to 
show he can lead. He realizes that as much as Campaigning ts impor- 
rant, delivering the Senate for what the people have voted tor in the 
last election is equally, 1f not more, important 
Rush: It's not just Dole. Sen. Gramm and Sen. Specter, who you 
have expressed support for, also want to be President. Obviously their 
attentions have to be divided. Is it changing the dynamic at all? 
Santorum: So far, I would say no. When it comes to the issues we ve 
been dealing with, everybody is moving in the 
same direction. Some other issues may turn into 
footballs But for the most part, what we're try- 
ing to accomplish is supported broadly by the 
Republican party, and its in all their interests, 
Sen. Gramm’s, Sen, Dole’s, Sen. Specter’s, Sen. 
Lugar's, whoever, to have a solid record of 
accomplishment to take to the voters. 
Rush: You have this conservative revolution in 
the House of Representatives, primarily on eco- 
nomic issues, but somewhat cultural as well. 
Santorum: Welfare is purely a cultural issue. 
Its not an economic issue, from my perspective, 
Rush: Right. Yet in the presidential race, the 
candidates appear more moderate than those 
who led the charge in the House. Look at you. 
There's no question that you are a movement 
conservative, and you certainly would not be considered a moderate, 
Santorum: Guilty 
Rush: Thank you. I’m with you. The Republican presidential side, 
though, doesn't seem to be reflecting that. 
Santorum: The House of Representatives is, in fact, the people's 
body. It's closest to the folks, so you see the visceral reactions of peo- 
ple, more than you do in any other body, whether it's the Senate or 
the Presidency. It took a long time for the Connie Macks and the 
Trent Lotts and the Newt Gingriches and the John Boehners and the 
Rick Santorums and others to build a conservative team to eventually 
take control of the House. That is beginning to happen here in the 
Senate, with Mack and Lott and Judd Gregg and others, The Senate 
will change, It is a matter of time. The reason some of the old bulls 
around here are uncomfortable, the reason they think we're young 
whippersnappers, Is they see the inevitability of what's occurring. 
That process is just coming to the Senate, and the next step will be 
gera nanena cadere cae trom that group of people who have 
moved through it. We ; | ooo 
that may be fn center etree ude a al 
: | : our presidential candi- 
nae ve : think man have bought into it, You can't say Sen. Dole 
snt embrace what we're trying to acc ne | 
Rush: Senator, there ig lor ob Lore pae ee Contract. : 
you. Ever since 1 first saw you, I have felt a kind fe 2 
gets tough, just keep in minda there are p ol a AREE 
every day, who have a lot of trust placed in v S ; pai ing for y eis 
people, but I mean ir: I’m happy i be gaa Sree ro a lorot 
your team. You take on 


Byrd — you're fearless. You inspire a lot of people. 


Santorum: Bless your heart Ea 
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Congress News 





n March 29, the Contract With 
America suffered its only big setback 
in the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives. The term limits amendment to the 
Constitution went down to defeat, with 227 
“ves” votes to 204 “no” vores. (A Consti- 
tutional amendment requires 290 vores.) If 
you listened to the mainstream media, youd 
think it was the Republicans who defeated 
term limits. I quote the Dean of Washington 
Journalism, David Broder of The Washington 
Post: “Republicans, most of them conserva- 
tive, from all across the land ... gave the lie 
to the cheap populism of Rush Limbaugh 
and the more sophisticated rationalizations of 
George Will” and brought down term limits. 


Holding Their Feet to the Fire 


Who Lost Term Limits? 





first moved to Washington in 1954, Ozzie 
and Harriet were prime-time television 
stars, not Beavis and Butthead; the average 
family of four sent only one out of every 50 


the will of the American people And now 
House Democrats have refused to let states 
even debate the term limits amendment. 

Rep. Pat Williams, the nine-term Mon- 





tana Democrat. put it bluntly: “Sometimes 
the American people are simply wrong ” 
Folks, if that doesn't reveal the unbridled 
arrogance of the Democratic Party, I dont 
know what does. With that comment, Mr. 
Williams joins Sen. Jay “we're giving ‘em 
health care whether they want it or not” 
Rockefeller in the Liberal Hall of Fame. 

So what if the debt is approaching $5 tril- 
lion and the President's budget offers $200 bil- 
lion deficits as far as the eye can see? So what if 
Americans confidence in the political system 


Over 80 PERCENT OF REPUBLICANS VOTED YES. BUT ; 
82 PERCENT OF DEMOCRATS VOTED NO; YET ANOTHER LIBERAL 
EFFORT TO UNDERMINE THE WILL OF THE PEOPLE 


(“Cheap populism” indeed. It’s called taking 
seriously the will of the American people.) 

When the vote failed, Democrats could 
hardly contain their glee, and their slavish 
accomplices in the media were spinning It as 
a Republican disaster. “GOP UNITY 
Cracks,” bellowed The Washington Post. 
“DEFEAT FOR GOP,” trumpeted The New 
York Times. “HOUSE REJECTS TERM 
LimMits: 40 REPUBLICANS DEFECT IN 
AMENDMENT’S DEFEAT,” proclaimed USA 
Today, “TERM LIMITS BEATEN EASILY IN 
THE House: KEY ELEMENT OF CONTRACT 
Is STIFLED,” cheered The San Francisco 
Chronicle. “HOUSE VOTES DOWN TERM 
Limirs — DEALS SETBACK TO GOP,” 
applauded The Los Angeles Times. 

But whose setback is it? The numbers tell 
the story. According to polls, 80 percent of 
Americans want term limits. And what was 
the breakdown of the vote? Over 80 percent 
of Republicans (82 percent, to be exact) voted 
for term limits. Buc 82 percent of Democrats 
voted against term limits, offering yet another 
example in an enormous list of liberal efforts 
to undermine the will of the people. 

In 1993, liberal Democrats passed the 
largest tax increase in American history — 
against the will of the people. In 1994, 
Democrats attempted to take over one-seventh 
of the U.S. economy by hijacking the health 
care system — against the will of the people. In 
1995, Democrats defeated the Balanced 
Budget Amendment in the Senate — against 





has hit rock bottom? So what if the Demo- 
crats in Congress presided over the worst 


explosion in violent crime, illegitimacy, family — 
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breakup and educational failure in the 

of the country? As far as Williams is con- 

cerned, Democrats know better than you do. 
“I believe in representative democracy un- 


trammeled, unrestricted, unrestrained,” piped 





up Rep. Barney Frank, the 16-year , 


Democratic veteran. Oh, really? A 
fou may be just about alone in gS 
your party with this belief, Con- 
gressman. After all, 
Tom Foley, the g” 
Democratic Speak- - 9 
er of the House, 
sued his own vote: 
to defeat term lim- 
its. By any defini- W 
tion, taking your 
constituents to court = 
to keep their will from 
being enacted into law is 
trammeling, restricting and restrain- 
ing representative democracy, — 
Then there was old John Dingell 
Michigan Democrat, who cynica 
offered an in-your-face “amend- 4 
ment’ to apply term limits £ 
retroactively. Dingell is now 
serving his 16th term — 
thar’s right, 16th — in 
Congress. i 
When he 
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dollars they earned to Washington in taxes, 
not one out of every four; and less than 
200,000 violent crimes occurred annually, 
not more than two million. America has 
changed dramatically — and not for the bet- 
ter — since Dingell and his Democratic 
Party took control of the federal government. 

Somehow, Democrats think this finger-in- 
America’s-eye strategy is going to help them 
regain the House and Senate and retrain the 
White House. Well, not all Democrats. No 
sooner were the balanced budget amend- 
ment and term limits defeated than did Sen. 
Howard Heflin (D, AL), 73, announce that 
he would not run for reelection in 1996. He 
joins a growing list of retiring Senate Dem- 
ocrats, including Paul Simon, Jim Exon, and 
J. Bennett Johnston. Add to that roster two 
Senate Democrats and one House Democrat 
who've switched to the GOP, and what 





we are witnessing is the continuing collapse 
of the Democratic Party, particularly in 







the we 
In fact, days after the defeat of term lim- 
its in the House, The New York Times 
reported that House Minority 
Richard Gephardt and 
Democratic Congressional 
Campaign Committee chairman 
Martin Frost began holding 
| “one-on-one strategy sessions” 
| with as many as two dozen way- 


ing House Democrats to per- 


f suade them “to run at least one 
| more term.” 
__ Thar's why there's no reason 
ọ panic. Au contraire! (a little 
ich lingo, there). It is the 
emocrats, not the Republicans, 
„who are in disarray. Big Time. So 
| be full of good cheer. Voters will 
hang this defeat where it 
belongs: around the necks of 
Democrats. Term limits may 
have been defeated — temporär- 
| ily — but that’s nor the end of 
the story, By trying to under- 
mine the will of the American 
people, Democrats are under- 
mining their own political 
future, It's a beauti- 


ful thing. Pr] 














PARTY PROPAGANDA 


A chapter of the National Organization 
of Women — the NOW Gang — 
has virtually admitted its irrelevance. It 
has chosen as its next crusade to 
end sexual discrimination ... at children’s 
birthday parties. At issue is a blatantly 
discriminatory practice parents in- 
flict upon their children. 

Karen Spindel of the 
Passaic County, NJ 
chapter of NOW 
has issued a 
warning, calling 
on parents to 
avoid holding 
same-sex parties 
for their kids. I 
am not making this 
up. Ms, Spindel says 
parents are “teaching 
their children that 
sex discrimination 
is Okay.” 

So, if eight-year- 
old Joey wants a 
birthday party with 
NO GIRLS, and you 


agree ... youve scarred 


CITIZEN FEAR 

Front page, New York Times. Headline: 
“STATES SEEK TO LET CITIZENS CARRY 
CONCEALED WEAPONS: Move lIs 
Byproduct of Fear and G.O.P Control,” 
Heres the liberal translation: “Oh, my 
gosh, can you believe that some states are 
actually going to take the Second 
Amendment seriously? We're doomed!” 
Now here’s the truth. In 14 states, law-abid- 
ing citizens want a chance to protect 
themselves. And now that Republicans 
have won elections — noticed I didn't 
Say seized control” — the elected 
officials are listening to the will 
of the people. A concept so foreign 
to liberals that they are left in stunned 
disbelief. The Times says all this is a 
“byproduct of fear.” But what do law-abid- 
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him for life. You’re responsible for 
encouraging little Joey to grow into 
a sexist, bigoted member of society, 
who will spend adulthood as a male 
chauvinist pig. Never mind that 
eight-year-old boys think thar girls 
are yucky. Never mind that lirtle girls, 
of course, think the same 
about little boys. It’s 
normal. Fact of 
life, since life 
began. But 
the NOW 
Gang is de- 
termined to 
wipe out 
the age-old 
tradition of 
same-sex kiddie 
parties, and en- 
gage in what they 
call “community 
consciousness-raising.” 
I say that it’s time 
for this hapless 
bunch to pack up 
their toys and 
burned bras, and go 
home. Party's over. 
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ing citizens have to fear? Easy. They fear 
criminals, who brazenly commit heinous 
acts of violence on civilized people with 
little fear of punishment. They fear 
kids with deadly arsenals who sing 
about killing police with the same noncha- 
lance we used to sing love songs. They 
fear a judicial system which places a 
premium on the sob stories, ethnic 
identity, and gender of the criminal, 
but which ignores the victim. They 
fear that the revolying doors of 
jails — which resemble country clubs — 
will continue to send hardened, well- 
rested and newly muscular criminals 
back into their neighborhoods to 
prey on their families. They fear the 
byproduct of 40 years of a failed 
experiment called liberalism, 
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Many people say | need to be balanced with equal time. Not so — | AM... 


Equal Time 


A sampling of my genius, to be widely quoted and disseminated 


ECONOMIC SUCC-X 

| must do what the mainstream 
media has failed to do. I must 
bring your attention to a major 
achievement of the Clinton Ad- 
ministrations economic policies 
— one which would have other- 
wise gone unnoticed. Remember 
the 1992 Presidential campaign? 
Whenever there was good eco- 
nomic news, the press failed to 
cover the story. Instead, they sent 
their reporters out to interview 
people who were unemployed, 
falling behind, or generally down 
on their luck. I thought it was 
shoddy reporting then, and | 
think to ignore this Admini- 
strations economic success is 
shoddy reporting now. So, here's 
the news: The adult video indus- 
try has reported its best year ever, 
with revenues from sales and 
rentals of X-rated videos topping 
$2.5 billion in 1994. Adult Video 
News reports that the industry saw 
its largest growth ever between 
1993 and 1994. You see, the 
Clinton economic plan, while a 
dismal failure for many Ameri- 
cans, has been good for some. 
One market has thrust ahead 
under Bill Clinton. From now 
on, when you think of a stimu- 
lated economy, think of the Clin- 
ton nineties and the success of X- 
rated movies, A fitting tribute, 
don’t you think? 3 


JUST THE FAX, Ma‘am 

The First Lady, speaking be- 
fore machinists, accused radio 
talk shows of spreading prop- 
aganda. According to the smart- 
est woman who ever lived, each 
morning the Republican Na- 
tional Committee sends a fax to 
talk show hosts, who go on the 
radio and repeat the party line. 
The secret is out: radio guys get 
faxes, I get hundreds a day, from 
everybody with a fax machine 
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and an opinion. | guess the pub- 
lic relations flunkies in the West 
Wing of the White House don't 
have fax machines; otherwise the 
First Lady would send me some, 
too, Next Hillary described her 
visit to a San Diego construction 
site, Where she talked to a sup- 
porter. He warned her not to 
speak to other workers, because 
“they listen to Limbaugh all day.” 
Hillary declared: “Here are peo- 
ple working on a construction 
site, paid for with funds by the 
federal government to rebuild 
Southern California after the 
earthquake, who think radio talk 
show hosts tell them the straight 
story” Folks, this Administration 
wouldn't know a “straight story” 
if you faxed it to them. 


THOU SHALT NOT STEAL ... 
UNLESS THOU NEEDEST 
THE ITEM 

If researchers at Ohio State 
University are correct, another 
pillar of the American value sys- 
tem has fallen. [he researchers, 
developmental psychology pro- 
fessor John Gibbs and doctoral 
candidate Virginia Gregg, have 
released the results of a study that 
measures moral development 
among teenagers. Their findings 
indicate that many of today’s 
adolescents don't understand why 
they shouldn't steal. “There 
seems to be a sense among teen- 
agers that stealing is no biggie,” 
says Prof. Gibbs, who expressed 


alarm that these answers 
were coming from non-delin- 
quent teenagers — the so- 


called “good” kids. When asked 
why they shouldnt steal, 
the teens responded; “Well, the 
other person might try to get 
even with you,” or: “You might 
not really need the item.” The 
concept thar stealing is morally 
wrong was, sadly, missing, The 
only people who can be remotely 
happy abour this study is the 
recruitment staff for the 
Democratic National Com- 
mittee Plenty of young talent 
to choose from. If these 
teenagers think stealing 1s no 
big deal, and don't have 
much respect for private property 
rights, imagine the tax policies 
theyll come up with. 


CULTURE WAR | 


| have a request, folks. Please. Have some 
compassion for the most sensitive among us 
— who, even as we speak, are hurting. They 
are victims of war. The liberal group People 
for the American Way recently issued a re- 
port bemoaning the fate of these fallen war- 
riors. They are the artists of America — 
casualties of a conservative “culture war,” 
which is said to threaten all artistic freedom 
in America, Sadly, many sensitive artists, 
once effervescent with confidence, are now 
so afraid of conservative opposition that they 
are censoring their own works. Some may 
say. Good! But Arthur Kropp, President of 
People for the American Way, declares chat 
“Americas cultural legacy is at risk.” He says 


the new conservative majority in Congress 
and conservative political groups “are having 
a chilling effect on artistic freedom.” My 
heart bleeds. 

To really understand this, just follow my 
Hawless advice. Follow the money. You see, 
government funding for perverse art has 
grown scarce. Even for performance art like 
dripping HIV-infected blood on audience 
members. Apparently, some artists have got- 
ten wise. They're cleaning up their act, and 
creating less objectional art in order to secure 
handouts from taxpayers. But, according to 
these leftists, this has had an adverse effect 
on the quality of art. “True” art has been sac- 
riced on the conservative altar. What a pity. 
Culture war is hell, isn't it? 





CULTURE Wak II 

Holly Hughes, lesbian performance artist 
and author of “The Well of Horniness,” has 
been the recipient of grants from the Na- 
tional Endowment for the Arts. Ms. Hughes 
was recently funded by the NEA to produce a 
solo work, which she performed at George 
Mason University. The Washington Times 
reports the performance consisted of Ms. 
Hughes talking about her hard childhood. 
The “most odious” chore, she said, was hav- 
ing to kiss her parents good night. But 
Hughes told the audience she fixed her 
mom's little red wagon one day by “mount- 
ing” her and giving her a French kiss. 


GREENHOUSE NEWS 

Two Arizona State University climatol- 
ogists have made a profound discovery — 
which will one day be listed in scientific 
journals under the heading: “Limbaugh 
Was Right.” The climarologists compiled 
daca from a fleet of satellites, in orbit 
since 1979, which have measured the 
temperature of earth every day. [hey 
found that, because it reflects sunlight 
and infrared energy back to the earth's 
atmosphere, the full moon causes the 
earth's temperature to rise a few hun- 
dredths of a degree each 
month. [he scientists 
didn't find one trace — 
not one degree — of 
global warming caused 
by the “greenhouse 
effect.” More evidence 
that che earths temper- 
ature iS not rising 
due to man-made in- 
dustrial gases 

The day this story 





Though her father has cancer, Hughes says 
the worst thing thats happened to him is 
sJesse Helms. OF course, for her diatribe to 
truly be called art, there had to be the obliga- 
tory discussion of her sex life. Your tax dollars 
at work. She told the audience that she and 
her girlfriend — a companion she described 
as having “a great set of knockers” — are 
“kissing as if there were no tomorrow — at 
least no Jesse Helms, no Rush Limbaugh.” 

But alas for you, Ms. Hughes, there ts a 
Rush Limbaugh. And there are Republicans 
in charge of the budget now. So get ready: 
soon you may be playing kiss-and-tell with 
your own money ... not ours. 


broke, the World Wide Fund for Nature 
— an environmental group — was 
protesting against European environmen- 
tal ministers who have not promised 
to cut emissions of “greenhouse gases, 
Andrew Kerr, president of this wacko 
group, said: “If nature could speak, 
it would plead with the ministers to 
agree to cut carbon dioxide emissions __ 
by 20 percent over the next decade.” 
No, Mr. Kerr. If nature could speak, 
it would only have two words to say 
to you, Shut up. 





The Way Things 
Will Really Be 
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“No one knows what my politics are, because 
when I left the White House in 1967, I re- 
solved to do nothing else in a partisan way.” 

— BILL MOYERS, ON HIS ROLE AS “COMMENTATOR 

AND ESSAYIST” FOR NBC NIGHTLY News, AP 
Are we allowed to guess? 


‘I may be too ordinary for this culture,” 
— BILL MOYERS, DESCRIBING CRITICS WHO 
CONSIDER HIM LIBERAL AS EXTREMISTS” 
WHO “HAVE A HARD TIME WITH ANYBODY 
WHO IS TOLERANT OF DIVERSITY,” AP 





Hillary Clinton 


SOLON CRON, TOYA EY 





“[The IRS is] a leader among government 


agencies in Customer service.” 
— MARGARET MILNER RICHARDSON, 
IRS COMMISSIONER, QUOTED IN 
THE WALL STREFT JOURNAL 
Then were in worse shape than I thought. 


[Its] a full-scale assault on nearly 
every program that helps the neediest, 
most vulnerable and disadvantaged 
among us. If the wrong side wins 
in this war on children, what will 





Bill Clinton 
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Mario Cuomo 


[White House officials) acknowledge 
women could be a key component.” 


— ARKANSAS DEMOCRAT-GAZETTE, REPORTING ON 


CLINTON'S "96 RE-ELECTION BID 
What else is new? 


Launching a quest crucial to his reelec- 
tion, [Clinton] returned to his native 


South ... in search of a politically resonant 


‘big idea’ to rally Americans gripped by 


economic anxiety.” 
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Al Gore 


“Sometimes you get the feeling thar if 
President Clinton nominated Mother 
Teresa for a position in his administration, 
someone would discover shed led a secret 
life selling junk bonds to orphan homes.” 


— Bos SCHIEFFER, ON CBS's “FACE THE NATION” 


Not unless Mother Teresa is a 
liberal Democrat. 


“If you're Oscar the Grouch, that 
might be something to complain about 





Sam Denaldean 
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“We're not going to shoot ... But we are 
going to call the sheriff and have them 
arrested if they persist.... You've got a tar- 
get here. You're going to keep shooting ... 
To ask me to help cooperate in my own 
daily execution is not realistic.” 

— SaM DONALDSON, IN RESPONSE TO THE NEW 
YORK POST'S INVESTIGATIVE REPORTING ON 
DONALDSON’s NEw MEXICO RANCH FINANCES, 
HIRING PRACTICES AND REPORTED FEDERAL SUBSI- 
DIES, QUOTED IN THE NEW YORK POST 
I guess freedom of the press goes only so far 


John Dingell 
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“I'm suggesting they don’t know what 
they're doing.” 
— SEN. PAT MOYNIHAN, ON THE REPUBLICANS, 
ON CNN's “LaTe EDITION” 
As opposed to the Democrats, who for forty 
years knew exactly what they were doing: 
tax, spend, blame, and deny. 


“I am having a hard time trying to 
rationalize just exactly what the hell 
they are doing.” 

— LEON PANETTA, WHITE HOUSE CHIEF OF 


TOLD (WOM POA dY 


— if you live in a garbage can and are 
an angry green male.” 
— AL GORE, ON TAXPAYER FUNDING OF PBS, AP 


— JOHN ALOYSIUS FARRELL IN THE BOSTON GLOBE, 
DESCRIBING THE CLINTON ADMINISTRATION'S FRUS- 
TRATIONS IN ITS SEARCH FOR THE “ELUSIVE” BIG IDEA 


STAFF, ON HOUSE REPUBLICANS AND THE BUDGET, 
ON CNN’s “INSIDE POLITICS” 


Fine. Leave. be lost is our notion of who we with Sam. 


are as a people and what we stand 


Last week, The Hill erroneously reported 


Its called doing the will of the people: a 


for as a society.” fe Ply sa “] ly was a Republican raid to get 
hat Sen. Larry Pre . | y- -An you imagine anyone writin j Spoken by our No 1. angry green male. t simply Repuni | Sas ! 
is Fae Hli P TE (R, SD) married — HILLARY CLINTON, ON REPUBLICAN this about Ronald Reagan? 3 : © á money for the tax cut.” | foreign concept to Democrats. 
is dogs 7: a a : ceremony, which in PROPOSALS TO BLOCK-GRANT PROGRAMS | i “Tm glad Republicans chose to make — SAM DONALDSON, ON WELFARE REFORM, ON | a ith what the real 
Conne ae Sates cSt a TO THE STATES, AP For the President, then, there is an welfare reform part of their Contract ABC’s “THis WEEK WITH DAVID BRINKLEY | They have p fer E i w at the 
— CORRECTION PUBLISHED IN THE HILL A How about another t If India? i j : tex | he sheriff Se icra 
z | : our of India: immense o | aay EEN Ae Call the sheriff: | 
WASHINGTON NEWSPAPER © Opportunity to — sorry, but the for America. Its always been part o — LEON PANETTA, WHITE HOUSE CHIEF OF 
We're still waiting for the ARESA i | PES © À phrase is inescapable — define himself” ; my contract with America.” ; be dumbi | cai a House REPUBLICANS, AP 
report ae L Rab: P ling f tf of And [know there is a collective sigh of — JEFFREY A. FRANK, WASHINGTON POST EDITOR BILL CLINTON, QUOTED ON ABC's “I can't be an accessory to the dumbing- ct , ian, ae 
| MOMCANS stealing jood from relief when people lik p SUT A w * 7 Mr is nofd racy.” | is from a guy whose boss is still frantically 
Ja È IKE mg leave. ADVISING BILI C . : x “ayy, A Tiny eur down oO emocracy, y 
schoolchildren, 7 SE ADVISING BILL CLINTON TO CONTRAST HIMSEI | WorLD NEWs TONIGHT RAS ; . 
n, which in fact did not occur. — HILLARY CLINTON, ON HER TOUR OF WITH THE “EXCITABLE” REPUBLICAN dae i One difference: the Republican Contract — Rer Henry HYDE (R, IL), EXPLAINING | searching for a Big Idea. 
“Up until today the T ; SOUTH ASIA, REUTER IN THE WASHINGTON POST | doesnt Rane an escape clause. HIS OPPOSITION TO TERM LIM ITS `‘, QUOTED att Wi k TEE TPE 
pt ay the story was that Dont sell yourself short, Madam ... IN THE LOS ANGELES TIMES This is the aristocrats against the commo 


Republicans were shooting at old folks 
and shooting at kids in order to put 


theres no one like you. 


Sorry: 


“T think we know how to cut better 


Too late. 


— Rep. NEIL ABERCROMBIE (D, HI), ON 
REPUBLICAN LEGAL REFORM, ON CNN 


"He still has a ch f being vi an they do.” ine 
asid Gah, ayy . 3 ance of being viewed as a grea than they do. i Soret dell | > 
k Sree ae a cuts.. When people just get cut off without President, but he has to aa: within himself — BILL CLINTON, ON if EDUCATION CUTS “Sometimes the American people are simply | What aristocrats? ei Kennedy: 

| EY (D, WI) ON THE going to work, we know where they're IE r VERSUS REPUBLICANS’, AP wrong. And on this issue, they are mistaken. Jay Rockefeller: 


McNEIL/LEHRER News Hour 
Which in fact did not occur. 


“Go ahead, kick us around. We made a 

mistake. We should not have said FBI. 

That word should not have been in the 
President's remarks.” 

— Mike McCurry, WHITE House press 
SECRETARY, ACKNOWLEDGING THAT CLINTON'S 
STATEMENT: “THE FBI ESTIMATES THAT A WOMAN 
IS BEATEN IN THIS COUNTRY ONCE EVERY 
12 SECONDS” Was BOGUS, AP 


Like your job, Mike? 


going to end up, don't we? 
On your doorstep,” 
— BILL CLINTON, ON REPUBLICAN 
WELFARE REFORM, QUOTED IN 
THE SAN DiEGO UNION TRIBUNE 
This is what passes for Democrat policy: 
the doorstep threat 


“(The Clinton re-election campaign has] 
a particularly pointed theme — 
the theme of fear,” 
— MIKE KELLY, IN THE New YORKER 
What else is new? 


find out who Bill Clinton really is...” 
— SEN. PAUL SIMON (D, IL), QUOTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON TIMES 
How long is this going to take? 


“Who's going to beat him? What did you 
want him to do? Reduce the deficit? 
He did. Decrease taxes? He did — the 

earned income tax credit. Invest in educa- 

tion? He did. What is it that he promised 
that he hasn't delivered?” 

— MARIO CUOMO, EVALUATING Bit CLINTON'S 

RE-ELECTION PROSPECTS ON CBS's “60 M INUTES” 


Hmm. How about a middle-class tax cut? 


oo 








Do you mean, cut and run? 


“Much thunder, no rain.” 

— SEN. THOMAS DASCHLE, SENATE 
MINORITY LEADER, ON THE CONTRACT 
WITH AMERICA, REUTER 
Thank you, Little Big Man. 


“What we're saying is, let's go to 
bed together...” 
— SEN, Hers KOHL (D, WI), ON 
DEMOCRATIC AMENDMENTS, ON ABC 
Lets not. 


— Rep. Pat WILLIAMS (D, MT), DISMISSING POLLS 
THAT SHOW OVERWHELMING SUPPORT FOR TERM 
LIMITS, QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON TIMES 


The new poster child for Washington arrogance. 


“We need to have people here who are 
able to understand history. Some who can 
recall ir, some who can understand what 
it is we did and why.” 


— RER JOHN DINGELL (D, MI), ON HIS OPPOSITION 


TO TERM LIMITS, ON NATIONAL PUBLIC RADIO 
We do understand what it is you did and 
why, sir. And we want you to stop. 


| 


“The Republican Contract says we should 
cut just about everything to pay for big tax 


cuts that go mostly to upper-income people.” 


— BILL CLINTON, WEEKLY RADIO ADDRESS, AP 
Funny — that’ not in my copy. 


“What is the purpose of government? 
It’s to empower people to make the most 
of their lives...” 


— Bit CLINTON, QUOTED IN THE BALTIMORE SUN 


Wrong-o. The power comes from the people, 
bestowed by God. 
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According to Me From the Limbaugh Institute for Advanced Conservative Studies 
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iberals love to talk theory, They are masters at utopia — their 

hypothetical worlds are places of peace and harmony and 

brotherly love that always work perfectly in subcommittee 
hearings and on the op-ed pages. There is a whole class of people in 
Washington who like nothing better than to get together and imag- 
ine what a wonderful country we would have if only their compas- 
sionate policies were thoroughly implemented 

But it has already happened: Washington liberals overlook the 
utopian laboratory in their own backyard. 

There ts no greater demonstration of the ultsmate consequences 
of liberalism than this. Every 
ideal that liberals hold dear, 
every scheme that liberals 
recommend for the rest of 
the country, every precious 
liberal nostrum, has already 
been implemented in our 
nations capital. Washington, 
D.C. is, in effect, fully fund- 
ed liberalism. 

And che 
devastating, 

Friends, it is impossible to 
describe Washington's social 
and economic disorder in 
anything other than apoca- 
lypuc terms. By any measure, 
on any scale, the nation’s cap- 
ital can barely be considered 
a civilized society 


results are 
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lhe city’s total crime rate is 101 percent above the national average, 
well above cities like New York and Los Angeles. The murder rate is 
709 percent above the national average, giving rise to the city’s sole 
dubious accomplishment as “The Murder Capital of the U.S,” 

The Washington Post points out the city should have lost that utle 
last year; in 1994 Washington's homicide rate declined to 71 slay- 
ings for every 100,000 residents, temporarily dropping it all the way 
to third place. I’m sure the law-abiding citizens feel much safer now 

According to the profoundly disturbing D C. By the Numbers: A 
State of Failure, by Thomas N. Edmonds and Raymond J. Keating, 
Washington's violent crime rate ranks as the very highest in the nation. 
l n 1992, there were 2,833 violent crimes per 100,000 population. (In 
New York City, no slouch in the violent crime department, there were 
2,164.) Washington ranks first in the nation in the property crime rate 
(8,574 per 100,000 population vs. New York City’s 6,327) and the 
aggravated assault rate (1,454 vs. New York's 861), second in the 
nation in the burglary rate, first in the larceny-theft rate, first in the 
motor vehicle theft rate, first in the robbery rate 

In 1990, there were 517 Washington, D.C. adults “under corree- 
uional supervision” (under arrest, on bail, in jail, or on parole) per 
10,000 people, the very highest in the country. According to a 
Washington Post arucle by Paul Offner, legislative assistant to Sen 


HINGFON D.C 








Pat Moynihan, “In Washington, it 1s estimated that 70 percent of all 
black men will have been arrested and served time in jail at least 
once before reaching the age of 35.” 

Che indicators of social pathology in Washington are disheartening, 
to say the least. In 1990, the percent of one-parent families in Wash- 
ington, D.C. ranked as the very highest in the nation A stunning 54.7 
percent of all families in D.C. were single-parent families (compared to 
27 5 percent in New York). In 1990, the percent of births to unmar- 
ried women in Washington — 64.9 percent — ranked as the highest 
in the nation (New York: 33 percent). Washington may not be the 
Murder Capital of the U S 
this year, but it can still lay 
claim to be the [legitimacy 
Capital of the U.S. 

The infant mortality rate 
was also the nation’s highest: 
20.7 vs. 9.8 in New York. 
Low-weight birth race: high- 
est in the nation. Number of 
abortions per 1,000 live 
births: highest in the nation 
(1,248 vs, New York's 629). 
The abortion rate per 1,000 
women surpassed the national 
average by 498 percent. The 
rate of child abuse and 
neglect was 56 percent high 
er in Washington, D.C. than 
the rest of the country. 

A Full 40 percent fewer 
8th graders had both parents living at home than the average in 
the rest of the United States. In 1993-94, the D.C. public high 
school on-ume graduation rate ranked 49th in the country. Sadly, 
a product of the Washington, D.C. public school system would 
not be able to comprehend this article: Only 4 percent of 
Washington, D.C. eighth graders were able to perform reasoning 
and problem solving involving fractions, decimals, percents, ele 
mentary geometry and simple algebra.” (And, perhaps not coinci- 
dentally, 31 percent of eighth graders in Washington watched tele 
vision sıx or more hours a day — far more than anywhere else in 
the U.S.) In 1992, Washington, D.C, students ranked dead last in 
the country in average reading proficiency. 

Between 1970 and 1993, total employment in D.C. decreased by 
18 percent, while total U.S. employment increased by 52 percent. In 
1991, Washington ranked first in the country in the percent of popu- 
lation on welfare — 76 percent higher than the national average 

So if youre a Washington Jiberal in your well-appointed capital 
ofhce, looking out your window across the grear divide that separates 
the policy makers from the objects of such policies, what do you pre- 
scribe for the dismal wasteland that is now Washington, DC? 

Right! More money! The people are in poverty, and poverty is 
solved by cash. That's what you have to believe if youre a liberal. 
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age by G7 percent. Indeed, 
“per icapica total taxes in 1991 


So District politicians claim that everything could be fixed if only 
they were allowed to Impose a commuter tax on those who, for 
some inexplicable, unfair reason, have decided to reside outside of 
D.C. The politicians complain that the reason things are as bad as 
they are is because they have been denied “statehood.” They moan 
that the federal government isnt providing enough funds. Taxpayers 
are too stingy. 

Buc that charge ts a flat-out lie. The fact 1s, friends, real per capita 
federal revenues distributed to Washington, D.C. in 1991 exceeded 
the state and local average by 380 percent and the large city 
(300,000-plus population) average by 2,466 percent. Berween 1980 
and 1991, Washington's real per capita total expenditures increased by 
33 percent. By 1991, the D.C. expenditure level exceeded the state 
and local average by 126 percent, and exceeded the large city average 
by 295 percent. Still, the share of population below the poverty line ts 
29 percent higher in Washington than the nation at large. 

Liberal solution number one: raise taxes. That's why Washington's 
top. personal income tax rate of 9.5 percent exceeds the 50-state aver- 





surpaced ull major U.S. cities 

— at $4,036 almost double 

New York City’s $2,190. 

Washington's per capita state 

and local toral revenues, at 

$8,958.47, ranked second in 
the nation after Alaska. 
Liberal solution number 
two; social spending. Wash- 
ington’ 1991 per capita wel- 
fare expenditures ranked it 
highest in the nation. Per 
capita federal aid for educa- 

tion to Washington in 1992 

surpassed the national aver- 

age by 250 percent. (In 

1993-94, the average annual 

salary of teachers in D.C, 

public schools, at $42,543, outpaced the national average by 18 

percent.) At $9,549 per pupil per year, Washington's 1991-92 edu- 

cation expenditures represented a 371 percent real increase since 

1960 — exceeding the national average by 76 percent. 

And that’s nor all. In 1991 and 1992: 

e Per capita federal aid for “community development” to Wash- 
ington outpaced the national average by 354 percent. 

e Per capita federal aid for employment and training to Washington 
surpassed the national average by 137 percent. 

e Per capita federal aid for Health and Human Services administra- 
tion for children and families to Washington exceeded the nation- 
al average by 193 percent. 

e Per capita federal aid for lower income housing assistance to 
Washington exceeded the national average by 209 percent. 

e Washington's health and hospital expenditure level outpaced the 
state and local average by 171 percent, and surpassed the large city 
average by 475 percent. 

e Washington's per capita state and local housing and community 
development expenditures ranked the highest in the nation, 

* Ac 926 per 10,000 population, Washington's full-time government 
employees exceeded the national average by 77 percent, the very 
highest in the nation. 
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e Government employment as a share of total employment in 

Washington exceeded the national average by 148 percent 

Folks, those last nwo statistics are key. District politicians say that 
Washington's problems are increasing despite government action. 
But I contend that Washington's problems are increasing because of 
government action, The family unit, on which civilization depends, 
has been ravaged. The private sector, overtaxed and over-regulated, 
has been utterly destroyed. According to ~The Economic Incentives 
Index,” New York Citizens for a Sound Economy Foundation 
ranked D.C. last in the United States, declaring that “D.C, offers 
the fewest incentives to work, save, invest, and take risks in the 
nation.” Not surprisingly, business is Heeing in droves. 

As are the citizens: the current population, at 570,000, represents a 25 
percent decline since 1950. People are voting with their feet. Liberalism 
has bankrupted the capiral of the United States of America. 

Bur all these numbers, as demonstrative as they are of the propo- 
sition that government largess equals government slavery, cannot 
describe the human cost of the rampanc dependency in Washing- 
ton. Folks, these are 
American citizens. The chil- 
dren born in the District of 
Columbia, into the clutches 
of liberal lies, have had their 
future snatched from them. 
Untutored in the means 
at their disposal to access 
American opportunity, the 
odds of their succeeding 
and achieving tn life are 
vastly diminished. 

Will the liberals who have 
enslaved them be held 
accountable? Probably nor. 
They will continue to try to 
seduce their constituents 
with more sweet promises of 
government aid, more asser- 
tions of compassion, defined 
by the ever-increasing size of federal programs, 

But with D.C.’s bankruptcy (a deficit estimated between $300 
and $722 million) comes reason for optimism. There is no way to 
pretend, any longer, that the liberal agenda of more government 
action has solved a single human problem. Stepping in to save D.C. 
from insolvency, Congress has approved a powerful oversight board, 
which will have veto power over city spending. Conservative eco- 
nomic ideas, such as slashing federal taxes, are being seriously con- 
sidered for the first time in decades. 

Taking the federal boot off the Districts neck is the first step; a 
smaller government inevitably means more personal and economic 
freedom. This is crucial for a renewed private sector. 

The rejuvenation of the nation’s capital, however, cannot happen 
without something else. The key to Washington, D.C.’s future rests 
upon a moral, ethical, and — dare | say it? — spiritual awakening. 
The re-infusion of personal responsibility, virtue, 
the work ethic into any society will only e 
occur through personal, individual transforma- 
tion, With the failure of government, and the 
demise of faith in government, genuine faith can 
thrive. That, my friends, is where Washington, 
D.C.’s hope lies. 
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THE RIG LIE: AN EXPOSE children would display the following: decrease in school attendance, 


increase in discipline problems; decreased attention span; increase in 





Continued from page 4 eee , nucriuon-related illness. Children from middle-income families would 

I < be hardest hit. Decreased participation would result in a loss of jobs 

In 1978, Congress imposed free lunches on the states up to 125 per- ~ Funding for after school programs and Head Start could be repealed. 

cent of the poverty level. In 1981, the standard for free lunches settled | Summer food programs would be jeopardized.” Now you know what 
at 130 percent of poverty. Since 1970, when the National School prompted the letters. I’m surprised the kids didnt have nightmares. 

Lunch Program cost taxpayers a mere $679 million, spending on the I also learned that since 1991, Shreveport has had a 1.83 decrease in 

program has increased 541 percent In 1994, it was $4.35 billion. enrollment, and yet every year it has had a 5,2 percent increase in the 


school lunch program, That would mean it has received since 1991 a 
o it has come to this. Now, although only 15 percent of | net 15.6 percent increase in school lunch money from the federal gov- 





America’s children are poor, 59 percent of America’s school- | ernment while the number of students has gone down. Folks, seems to 

children participate in the program, according to the U.S me the price of tacos hasn't jumped that much in four years, Could it 

h Department of Agriculture. And the kicker is: funding is — be, perhaps, that the Republicans’ plan to increase the school lunch 

based on the number of meals served. So the more kids who eat subsi- — program only 4.5 percent, and make sure the oversight is closer to 
dized food, the more money the school district gets. An amazing | where the money is spent, could be a threat to someone? Hmmm? 

incentive, folks, to increase the number of kids who eat subsidized This is why you can’t underestimate how tough it’s going to be to 

food, wouldn't you say? dismantle this federal bureaucracy. And that's what the Republican rev- 

“These programs are lavish subsidies to middle-class schools, even | olution is all about. When you take the money away from the federal 

children of millionaires,” says Heritage Foundation analyst Robert government, you take away their power, and you also take away the 
Rector. “They are extraordinarily inefhcient in their targeting | ability of lots of hands along the way to dip into the pot. 

[needy children.] Every ume the Republicans propose to a z Rep. William Clay (D, MO), talking about 


“IN ae = Republicans, thundered on the House floor: 

d CEN: Ty “Hitler had a minister of propaganda that 

said tell a lie, tell a big lie, tell it often 

enough and it will become the truth .. 

they're telling the biggest lie in the 

world that they're going to help 
poor children.” 

Congressman Clay, 1 think those 
words apply precisely to your party's 
strategy regarding the school lunch 
program. And it still goes on, as we 
go to press. On April 7, in his Dem- 
ocratic response to the speech by Mr. 

Newt to the nation, Dick Gephardt 
stood in a classroom at Long Branch 

Elementary School in Arlington, VA; 
“Next year there are children here who won't 
have school lunches,” he lied to the camera. 

“The Republicans cut them to pay for tax breaks for 

the wealthiest Americans.” 

In the hours after the speeches, a C-SPAN caller put it exactly right: 
“Why would Dick Gephardt stand there and lie to the American peo- 
ple about the school lunch program? It makes me wonder: What else 
are Democrats lying about?” 

And that is the point. The Democrats have been engaged for 
decades in a huge national deception: trying to sell the proposition 
_ that government only wants to help you, that it ts necessary for 
| government to help you, that for every human problem, there is a 
government answer. That is the big lie, and thankfully, Americans no 
longer believe it. 


hx that, the school lunch managers fight it, because 
more affluent schools will drop out of the program.” 
The incentives here all favor an ever-enlarging 
program, bureaucratic bloat, and ever-more Æ m 
power in Washington. The incentives do not, g Ki 
however, favor the taxpayer. i 

But does the press investigate the financ- § 
ing of the school lunch program? It does f AN 
not. Does the media stop to wonder if the | D 
food that kids are sharing with these | I ; | 
Democratic politicians — hot dogs, Sloppy \ N |f) 
Joes, tacos — are nutritious? It does nor $ IN 
Interestingly enough, | came across a Dec. 4 
1994 report prepared for the USDA by a 
Cambridge, Mass. consulting firm. Abt Asso- 
ciates, Inc., discovered a “major, and unanticipat- 
ed finding” of its study of lunch program participa- 
tion. Guess what's the No. 1 reason why students fail 
to cat federal school lunches. “Insufficient food quality.” 
That's right. The food stinks! “Students of all ages in all sites 
voiced complaints about the poor quality of food and the 
limited choices available. Students inform their parents chat 
they will not eat the food, and consequently parents decide 
not to apply.” Poor quality, limited choices. Typical of any 
government program — It’s axiomatic. 

I showed on my television show footage from a news 
story about an elementary school in Caddo Parish that ran 
on KTBS-TV in Shreveport, Louisiana The school was 
modern, one of the nicest schools I've seen. The kids were 
wearing designer clothes. Nobody looked impoverished. 
But the story showed letters to Washington, ostensibly 
from eight-year-olds, stretched 300 feet long on a giant 
petition: “Please do not decentralize the school lunch 
program.” Now, what eight-year-old uses the word 
decentralize? 

I later received a copy of a memo that had gone 
out from the Child Nutrition Programs Director 
tor the Caddo Parish School Board, warning of the 
horrors if the block grants were given to the states. 
“All children would not have access to nutritious 
meals. Hungry children cannot learn. As a result, 
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Liberals: You, too, can reinvent yourself — and you 
don't even need to go to India! Read The Limbaugh Letter 
and reinvent your consciousness. 
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